
Stewart Mayers 
120 G Street, S. W. 

Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401 

December 25, 1990 

Dear Mr. Moore, 

Over the Thanksgiving holiday I purchased a copy of your book. 

It took ite about three weeks to "study" through it. I say 

study because I have checked nearly every footnote, as well as 

seme statements not documented. With two exceptions, I, toe, 

own every resource to which you refer. 

It offends me that, you begin Conspiracy of One by informing 

your readers that you are a trained historian (p.vii). It is 

quite obvious frem your work that nothing could be further frem 

the truth. 

Your inability to supply correct page and volume numbers in 

your documentation is the least of your errors. You have 

taken quotes out of context, edited quotes to change their 

intended meaning, and used incompetent witnesses to substantiate 

your contentions. Worst of all, your research is almost entirely 

based on secondary sources. Anyone with your "training as a 

historian" should know the first rule of research: always use 

primary sources wherever possible. 

I have 13 pages of notes listing mistakes and deceptions in your 

book. Here are a few examples: 

1. ) p. 50 "The bolt-action on the C-2766 demanded 

a strong and muscular forearm to operate it efficiently 

and quickly; Oswald possessed such strength in his 

upper antis." 

This sentence contradicts itself. 

2. ) p.105 You quote Dr. Robert McClelland to illustrate 

the lack of evidence of wound to the back of the President's 

head. Dr. McClelland said the "skull had been blasted... 

parietal bone was protruded up through the scalp and almost 

along its posterior half as well as some of the occipital 

being fractured " 

Assuming you haven't moved it, the occipital bone, v^iich 

you conveniently ignore is the triangular shaped bone in 

the very back of the human skull. 
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3. ) On page 142 you state that "To have a trained gunman miss 

a cross-shot from a distance of 110 feet is not out of the 

realm of possibility." On page 143 refering to the same 

"fictive assassin" (p.35), you state that you have "stood 

behind that fence too long and too often to believe in a 

point-blank miss. (emphasis mine) 

Which is it Mr. Moore? 

4. ) On page 97 you attempt to refute David Lifton's 

theory with a quote from Dave Powers (a biased witness) 

documented in High Treason by Groden and Livingstone. 

You should have documented from the original interview 

to insure the accuracy of Mr. Powers statement, not to 

mention Messrs, Groden and Livingstone's restatement 

of Mr. Power's quote. This is an unforgiveable error for 

a historian of your training. Also, why did you 

conveniently ignore the testimony of Paul K. O'Gonncr? 

5. ) On page 124, footnote 30 refers to page 296 of Mark 

Lane's Rush to Judgement. The quote to which you refer 

is on page 349, not page 296. At least it is in my copy! 

6. ) It is incomprehensible to me that you consider 

Dr. John K. Lattimer qualified to render an expert opinion 

on the President's head wounds, (p.178-179) Since when 

is a urologist qualified to give expert opinions on head 

wounds. To refresh your memory, a urologist is a 

physician who specializes in "the care of the urinary 

tract in men and woman and of the male genital tract." 

(Mosby's Medical and Nursing Dictionary) Unless you can 

prove JFK was shot in the crotch, Dr. Lattirrer's opinions 

are incompetent, and would be laughed out of any court in 

this country. 

If you would like to see more, I have quite a list! 

Mr. Moore, I agree that there has been a lot of irresponsible 

writing about JFK's assassination. For that reason I take nothing 

for granted about thus case. All you have accomplished with your 

book is to compound this problem. I am appalled that the Dallas 

County Historical Society would select as poor a researcher as 

self as consultant' to the o.-J i r±cor r.*i ■ ■ 11■ ■ 
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If the original investigation into the assassination had not been 

so thoroughly filled with incompetence and corruption, all of 

the speculation of the past 27 years would have been unnecessary. 

Between the incompetence of the autopsy and the fact that the 

only suspect (officially) in the murder was himself murdercxl while 

being guarded by 75 of Dallas' finest, we may never know ihe 

full truth. Accordingly, I don't believe anyone, least of all 

you, have the right to label his treatise as "The Definitive Book 

on the Kennedy Assassination." 

Sincerely, 

Stewart Mayers 


